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DETAILED ACTION 

Applicant is advised that should claims 17 and 18 be found allowable, claims 17 
and 18 will be objected to under 37 CFR 1.75 as being a substantial duplicate thereof. 
When two claims in an application are duplicates or else are so close in content that 
they both cover the same thing, despite a slight difference in wording, it is proper after 
allowing one claim to object to the other as being a substantial duplicate of the allowed 
claim. See MPEP § 706.03(k). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1-2 and 11-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Sakai et al. (US 2003/0012550). 

Regarding claim 1 , Sakai et al. disclose a method for effect addition within a 
single multimedia clip (Fig. 4A; [0046]; [0049]), comprising: importing a multimedia clip 
into a first data track ([0061]), said multimedia clip including a video clip and an audio 
clip ([0056]; [0057]); assigning a specific time stamp and an effect duration ([0061]; 
[0025]; Fig. 3; Fig. 4), said specific time stamp being within the effect duration ([0061]); 
dividing said multimedia clip according to said specific time stamp ([0062]; Fig. 4), 
wherein said video clip is divided into a first video clip before said specific time stamp 
and a second video clip after said specific time stamp (Fig. 4; [0062]; [0063]); moving 
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said second video clip to a second data track, wherein the beginning of said second 
video clip being at the specific time stamp in said second data track ([0062]; [0063]); 
generating a first extended video clip and a second extended video clip to form an 
overlap according to said effect duration ([0064]), wherein said overlap being between 
said first extended video clip extended backward from the end of said first video clip and 
said second extended video clip extended forward from the beginning of said second 
video clip; and performing an effect addition, wherein said effect addition adding an 
effect within said overlap ([0064]; Fig. 4). 

Regarding claim 2, Sakai et al. also disclose said audio clip is divided into a first 
audio clip and a second audio clip when said video clip is divided, and said second 
audio clip is moved to said second data track when said second video clip is moved 
([0056]; [0057]; [0075]; [0076]). 

Claim 1 1 is rejected for the same reason as discussed in claim 1 above. 

Claim 12 is rejected for the same reason as discussed in claim 2 above. 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 3, 4, 13, and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Sakai et al. (US 2003/0012550) as applied to claims 1-2 and 11- 
12 above, and further in view of Thier et al. (US Patent 5,410,644). 
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Regarding claim 3, see the teachings of Sakai et al. as discussed in claim 1 
above. However, Sakai et al. do not disclose said first extended video clip is extended 
by freezing frame according to the last frame of said first video clip. 

Thier et al. disclose a video special effect by freezing a frame according to the 
last frame of a video clip (column 1, lines 64-65 by considering a virtual video clip 
associated with the video segment including the frames before the frozen frame and 
having the froze frame as the last frame). 

One of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made would have 
been motivated to incorporate the frame freezing disclosed by Thier et al. into the 
method disclosed by Sakai et al. to implement a special effect, which would enhance 
the user interface of the method. 

Regarding claim 4, see the teachings of Sakai et al. as discussed in claim 1 
above. However, Sakai et al. do not disclose said second extended video clip is 
extended by freezing frame according to the first frame of said second video clip. 

Thier et al. disclose a video special effect by freezing a frame according to first 
frame of a video clip (column 1, lines 64-65 by considering a video clip associated with 
the video segment including the froze frame as the first frame and the frames following 
the frozen frame). 

One of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made would have 
been motivated to incorporate the frame freezing disclosed by Thier et al. into the 
method disclosed by Sakai et al. to implement a special effect, which would enhance 
the user interface of the method. 
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Claim 13 is rejected for the same reason as discussed in claim 3 above. 

Claim 14 is rejected for the same reason as discussed in claim 4 above. 

Claims 5, 6, and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Sakai et al. (US 2003/0012550) as applied to claims 1-2 and 11- 
12 above, and further in view of Windle (US Patent 6,686,970). 

Regarding claim 5, see the teachings of Sakai et al. as discussed in claim 1 
above. Further, Sakai et al. also disclose said first extended video clip is generated 
according to the portion of said second clip within said overlap (Fig. 4). However, Sakai 
et al. do not disclose said first extended video clip is extended by duplicating video 
continuous frames. 

Windle discloses a special effect by extending a video clip by duplicating video 
continuous frames (column 10, lines 57-63). 

One of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made would have 
been motivated to incorporate the duplicating of video continuous frames disclosed by 
Windle into the method disclosed by Sakai et al., to extend the first extended video clip 
to, according to Windle, effect a smooth synchronized transition (column 10, lines 57- 
63). 

Regarding claim 6, see the teachings of Sakai et al. as discussed in claim 1 
above. Further, Sakai et al. also disclose said second extended video clip is generated 
according to the portion of said first clip within said overlap (Fig. 4). However, Sakai et 
al. do not disclose said second extended video clip is extended by duplicating video 
continuous frames. 
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Windle discloses a special effect by extending a video clip by duplicating video 
continuous frames (column 10, lines 57-63). 

One of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made would have 
been motivated to incorporate the duplicating of video continuous frames disclosed by 
Windle into the method disclosed by Sakai et al., to extend the second extended video 
clip to, according to Windle, effect a smooth synchronized transition (column 10, lines 
57-63). 

Claim 15 is rejected for the same reason as discussed in claim 5 above. 

Claims 7 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Sakai et al. (US 2003/0012550) as applied to claims 1-2 and 11-12 above, and 
further in view of Peters et al. (US Patent 5,440,348). 

Regarding claim 7, see the teachings of Sakai et al. as discussed in claim 1 
above. However, Sakai et al. do not disclose the best size of said first extended video 
clip and said second extended video clip are respectively half of said effect duration. 

Peters et al. disclose an effect transition by centerpoint, in which the best size of 
a first extended video clip and a second extended video clip in an effect transition are 
respectively half of said effect duration (column 1, lines 40-45). 

One of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made would have 
been motivated to incorporate the transition by its centerpoint disclosed by Peters et al. 
into the method disclosed by Sakai et al. as a choice of implementation for a special 
effect. 

Claim 20 is rejected for the same reason as discussed in claim 7 above. 
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Claims 8-9 and 16-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Sakai et al. (US 2003/0012550) as applied to claims 1-2 and 11- 
12 above, and further in view of Windle (US Patent 6,686,970) and Barton et al. 
(US Patent 6,233,389). 

Regarding claim 8, see the teachings of Sakai et al. as discussed in claim 1 
above. Further, Sakai et al. also disclose said first extended video clip is generated 
according to the portion of said second clip within said overlap (Fig. 4). However, Sakai 
et al. do not disclose said first extended video clip is extended by reversing and 
duplicating video continuous frames and said first extended video clip is generated 
according to the reverse of the portion of said first video clip within said overlap. 

Windle discloses a special effect by extending a video clip by duplicating video 
continuous frames (column 10, lines 57-63). 

One of ordinary skill in the art at the' time the invention was made would have 
been motivated to incorporate the duplicating of video continuous frames disclosed by 
Windle into the method disclosed by Sakai et al., to extend the first extended video clip 
to, according to Windle, effect a smooth synchronized transition (column 10, lines 57- 
63). 

However, the proposed combination of Sakai et al. and Windle does not disclose 
reversing the frames. 

Barton et al. disclose a special effect of reversing the frames (column 6, lines 40- 

43). 
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One of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made would have 
been motivated to incorporate the reversing of frames disclosed by Barton et aL into the 
method disclosed by Sakai et al. and Windle to implement the special effect of reversing 
and duplicating video continuous frames as a choice of implementation. 

Regarding claim 9, see the teachings of Sakai et al. as discussed in claim 1 
above. Further, Sakai et al. also disclose said second extended video clip is generated 
according to the portion of said first clip within said overlap (Fig. 4). However, Sakai et 
al. do not disclose said second extended video clip is extended by reversing and 
duplicating video continuous frames and said second extended video clip is generated 
according to the reverse of the portion of said second video clip within said overlap. 

Windle discloses a special effect by extending a video clip by duplicating video 
continuous frames (column 10, lines 57-63). 

One of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made would have 
been motivated to incorporate the duplicating of video continuous frames disclosed by 
Windle into the method disclosed by Sakai et al., to extend the second extended video 
clip to, according to Windle, effect a smooth synchronized transition (column 10, lines 
57-63). 

However, the proposed combination of Sakai et al. and Windle does not disclose 
reversing the frames. 

Barton et al. disclose a special effect of reversing the frames (column 6, lines 40- 

43). 
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One of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made would have 
been motivated to incorporate the reversing of frames disclosed by Barton et al. into the 
method disclosed by Sakai et al. and Windle to implement the special effect of reversing 
and duplicating video continuous frames as a choice of implementation. 

Claim 16 is rejected for the same reason as discussed in claim 8 above. 

Claim 17 is rejected for the same reason as discussed in claim 9 above. 

Claim 18 is rejected for the same reason as discussed in claim 9 above. 

Claims 10 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Sakai et al. (US 2003/0012550) as applied to claims 1-2 and 11-12 above, and 
further in view of Chen et al. (US Patent 6,600,869). 

Regarding claim 10, see the teachings of Sakai et al. as discussed in claim 1 
above. Further, Sakai et al. also disclose said first video clip and said second video clip 
are produced by fading in and fading out ([0049]). However, Sakai et al. do not disclose 
said first extended video clip and said second extended video clip are separately 
produced by fading in and fading out a default color. 

Chen et al. disclose a video clip is extended by fading in and fading out a default 
color (column 5, lines 7-1 1 ). 

One of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made would have 
been motivated to incorporate the fading in and fading out a default color disclosed by 
Chen et al. into the method disclosed by Sakai et al. to implement a special effect of 
fading in and fading out a default color as a choice of implementation. 

Claim 19 is rejected for the same reason as discussed in claim 10 above. 



Application/Control Number: 10/798,395 
Art Unit: 2621 



Page 10 



Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Hung Q. Dang whose telephone number is 571-270- 
1116. The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th:7:30-6:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Thai Tran can be reached on 571-272-7382. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Hung Dang 
Patent Examiner 




